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REMARKS 

Clain. 1-42 pending. Of these. cl.n>s 1. U. 23, 34 and 40 have ^^-^^^^'^^^^ 
a.endn.enthasbeen.adetof^erdefineandclaHfyAppU.3nt.«^^^^ 

better place the application for appeal. No new matter was added. 

The Exanunexnoeotedclainis 1-42 under35U.S.C.103(a)as being unpatcntab^ 

Meyer et al. (U.S. Patent Nuxnber 6,289.378) ^ view of DiUingKan. (U.S. Patent Number 
6 327 608). AppUcants respectfully traverse the Examiner's rejection. 
' ' AppUcanthasamendedclaimltomorcdearlydefinethepresentinvention. Applicant 

added "internet authoring, collaboration and versioning" as to clarify that the protocol was 
referringto theprotocolinlhepre^bleof the claim. However.since'^C protocol was used 

instead of "a protocol." the claim was technically correct, but is now forther clanfied. 

Claim 1 now recites "A method for manipulating network objects by using Internet 
authoring. coUaborationandversioning protocol, wherein the pt^tocolallowsauser to perfo™ 

remote web content authoring operations, the method comprismg: receiving a request usmg the 
internet authoring, collaboration and versioning protocol foramanipuMonofafirstn^ 

object from a requesting user, wherein the first network object includes at least one fiom the 
group consisting of: devices, resources and container objects; verifying a first set of autho,^at.on 
infonnation; translating a logical object address to a physical file system path; checking a file 
system forvahdifyand authorization for the requesting user including determining whether the 

fi^tnetworkobjectisanetwork object; verifyingauscrnamcandapassword for thereques^^^ 
user- retunungafirst error message if requestinguseris unauthorizedtoacccss the first ne^^^^ 
object; determining an object fype for the first network object; and sendingaresponse to the 

requesting user." 

In contrast, neither Meyer etal.. Dillingham, northe combination ofMeyerctal. and 
Dillingham teach or suggest the present invention as recitedbyclaiml. For example.ne.mer 

Meyer et al. nor Dillingham teach or suggest using an Internet authoring, coUaboraUon and 
vJioningprotocolasrecitedby Claim 1. In addiUon, neither Meyer eta,, nor Dillingham teach 
or suggest manipulating network objects as recited by claim 1 . Therefore, claim 1 . patentable 
over Meyer et al. in view of Dillingham. 
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Moreover, smce claims 2-1 1 depend on claim 1. olain. 2-1 1 also patentable over 
Meyer et al. in view of DiUingham for at least the same reasons as cUam 1. 

AppUcant has amended claim 12 to more cle.ly define the present invention. Applicant 
Hasalsoadded"lnterneta.thoring.ccnaborationandversioning"astoolari^ 
""err^to*eprotocolin.epreamhleoftheclaim.Ho^ver.since.heproW^^^^^ 

usedinsteadof"apro.«coV'theclaimwastcchnicallycorrec,bmisnowfur^^^^^^^ 

Claim 12 now recites: "A computer program for manipulating network objects by usmg 
Mernet authoring, collaboration and vetsioningprotocol. Wherein the protocol aUowsauser to 

perform remote web content authoring operations, the computer program compnsmg: 
instnactions for receivingarequest using the Internet authoring. coUaboration and versxom^^ 

protocol for a manipulation of a fi«t network object fiom a requesting user, wherem the first 
network object includes at least one from the group consisting of: devices, resources and 
container objects; instructions for verifying a first set of authorization information; instrucnons 
for translating a logical Uniform Resource Locator to a local file system path; instructions for 
checking a local file system for validity and authorization for the requesting user mcludmg 
determining whether the first network object isanetworic object; instructions forverifymga 

usemamc and a password for the requesting user; instructions for returning a first error message 
if requesting user is unauthorized to access the first network object; instructions for detemx.mng 
an object type for the fust network object; and mstructions for sending a response to the 
requesting user." 

In contrast, neither Meyer et al.. Dillmgham. nor the combination of Meyer et al. and 
Dillingham teach or suggest the present invention asrecitedbydaimn. For example, as stated 

above, neither Meyer et al. nor Dillingham teach or suggest using an Internet authonng. 
coUaboration and versioning protocol as recited by claim 12. Furthennore. neither Meyer et al. 
nor Dillingham teach or suggest manipuUting networi. obj ects as recited by claim 1 2. 
Accordingly, claim 12 is also patentable over Meyer et aL in view of Dillingham. 

Additionally, since claims 13-22 depend on claim 12. claims 13-22 axe also patentable 
over Meyer et al. in view of Dillingham for at least the same reasons as claim 12. 
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Likewise Applicant has amended claim 23 to more clearly define the present invention. 
Applicant also added "Internet authoring. coUabor^tion and versioning" as to clarify .hat the 
protocol was referring to theprotocol in thepreambleof the claim. However,since "the 

protocol" was used instead of"a protocol the dain, was technically correct.bu^ 
clarified. 

Claim, 23 recites: "A system for manipulating network objects by using Internet 
authoring, collaboration and protocol, wherein the protocol allows a user to perfomi remote web 
content authoring operations, the system comprising: a web server, a work station connected to 
the web server by an Internet connection; at least one network server comiected to the web 
server- at least one storage system connected to the web server; means for receiving a request 
using the Internet authoring, collaboration and versioning protocol for a manipulation of a first 
network object from the work station, wherein the first networic object includes at least one fix>m 
ite group consisting of: devices, resom^es and container objects; means for verifying a first set 
of authorization information; means for translating a logical Uniform Resource Ix,cator to the 
storage system; means for checking for validity and authorization for a requesting user includmg 
detemuning whether the first network object is a network object; means for verifying a usemame 
and a password for the requesting user; means for determining an object type for the first 
networic object; and means for sending a response to the requesting user." 

In contrast, neither Meyer et al.. Dillingham, nor the combination of Meyer et al. and 
DiUingham teaches or suggests the present invention as recited by claim 23 . For example, again, 
as stated above, neither Meyer et al. nor Dillingham teach or suggest using an Internet 
authoring, collaboration and versioning protocol as recited by claim 23. Additionally, neither 
Meyer et al. nor Dillingham teach or suggest manipulating network obj ects as recited by clami 
23 Consequently, claim 23 is also patentable over Meyer et al. in view of Dillingham. 

Moreover, smce claims 24-33 depend on claim 23, claims 24-33 are also patentable over 
Meyer et al. in view of Dillingham for at least the same reasons as claim 23. 

Again, Applicant has amended claim 34 to more clearly define the present invention. 
AppUcant also added "Internet authoring, coUaboration and versioning" as to clarify that the 
protocol was referring to the protocol in the preamble of the claim. However, since "the 
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p„,tocol">-usedinsteadof"aprotocoi;-thedaimwa.technicaUy^^^^^^ 

clarified. . t ^ 

Claim 34 recites: "A method for manipulating network objects by usmg Internet 
authoring, collaboration and versior^ingprotocol. wherein theprotocolallowsauser to perform 

remote web cor^tentautttoring operations, the method comprising: receivingarequest usmg th^ 
intemet authoring, collaboration and versioning protocol for a manipulation of a first network 
object from a requesting user, wherein the first network object includes at least one ftom the 
group consisting of: devices, resources and container objects; verifying a first set of 
authorization information; translating a logical object address to a physical file system path; 
checking a fi le system for validity and authorization for the requesting user including 
determining whether the first network object is a network object; verifying a usemame and a 
password for the requesting user, returning a fu:st error message if requesting user is 
unauthorized to access the fi«t network object; determining an object type for the first network 
object- sending a response to the requesting user, mivigating a context menu for a plurality of 
screens that allow modification ofthe set of attributes ofthe first network object; and modi£yii»g 
aset of attributes of the first network object bymodifyingaset of fields onascreenofasubset 

of the set of attributes." 

In contrast, neither Meyer et al.. DilUngham, nor the combination of Meyer et al. and 
Diltogham teach or suggest tiie present invention as recited by claim 34. For example, again, as 
stated above, neither Meyer et al. nor Diltogham teach or suggest using an Memet authormg. 
coUaboration and versioning p«.tocol as recited by claim 34. In addition, neither Meyer et al. 
nor Dillingham teach or suggest manipulating network objects as recited by claim 34. Thus, 
claim 34 is also patentable over Meyer et al. in view of Dillingham. 

Further, since claims 35-39 depend on claim 34, claims 35-39 are also patentable over 
Meyer et al. in view of Dillingham for at least the same reasons as claim 34. 

Furthennore. Applicant has amended claim 40 to more clearly define the present 
invention. Applicant also added "Intemet authoring. coUaboration and versioning" as to clarify 
that the protocol was referring to the protocol in the preamble of the claim. However, since "the 
protocol" was used instead of "a protocol." the claim was technically correct, but is now fi>rther 
clarified. 
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Claim 40 recites:"Aoomputernetvvorkforaplurality of users to accessaworkpl^^ 
usi.glnten,et authoring, collaboration and ve«prOto^^^ 

user to perform remote web content authoring operations, the system comprising: a plurahty of 
network computer servers wi*H> the computer network;apluralityofnetwork computer 

workstations ,vithin the computer network and comiected to at least one of the plurahty of 
network computer servers; a file system, network directory, and printing subsystem on the 
oomputernetwotk and accessible bythepluralityofusersbytheprotoconasecurity system that 

provides an authentication process in order to allow access to the plurality of users to the file 
system, network directory, and printing subsystem; and a graphical user interface using the 
Intemet authoring, collaboration and veisioning protocol for viewing the file system, network 
directory and printing subsystem as the workplace, and providing the plurality of users the ability 
to manipulate the file system, network directory and printing subsystem and the abiUty to run a 
plurality of network applications within the file system and netwoA directory portions of the 
subsystem." 

In contrast, neither Meyer et al., Dillingham, nor the combination of Meyer et al. and 
Dillingham teach or suggest the present mvention as recited by claim 40. For example, again, as 
stated above, neither Meyer et al. nor Dillingham teach or suggest using an Intemet authonng. 
collaboration and versioning protocol as recited by claim 40. Therefore, claim 40 is also 
patentable over Meyer et al. in view of Dillingham. 

Moreover, since claims 41-42 depend on claim 40, claims 41-42 are also patentable over 
Meyer et al. in view of DilUngham for at least the same reasons as claim 40. 

The Examiner rejected claims 7-9, 17-19, and 37-39 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Meyer et al. (U.S. Patent Number 6.289.378) in view of Dillingham (U.S. 
Pat«.t Number 6.327,608) and further in view of Shrader et al. (U.S. Patent Number 6.327.608). 
Applicants rcspectfiiUy traverse the Examiner's rejection. 

As stated above, neither Meyer et al.. Dillingham, nor the combination of Meyer ct al. 
and DiUingham teach or suggest the present invention as recited by independent claims 1. 12, 
and 34 hi addition, Shrader et al. docs not teach ox suggest the shortcommgs of Meyer et al. 
andDillingham. For example, again, Shrader etal. does not teach or suggest using an Intemet 
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authc.ing.conabo.ationandv.sioni„gprotocolasredtedbyc.^^ 

Slider etal. does notteachorsuggestmanipulatingnetwor. objects asrecuedbyd^^ 

^34. Thus. Claims 1 . 12 and 34 ^ also patentable over Meyer et al. and Dimn^ n, v.ew 

of Shrader et al. m,. 
Moreover, since clanns 7-9, 17-19 and 37-39 depend on claims 1, 12 and 34 respectively, 
claims 7-9. 17-19 and 37-39 are also patentable over Meyer et al. and Dillingham in view of 
Shrader et al. for at least the same reasons. 

m Examiner rejected claims 5-6. 15-16, 26-27 and 35-36 under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Meyer etal.(U.S.Patent Number 6,289.378)in view ofDillingham 

(US Patent Number6.327.608) and Shrader etal.(U.S.PatentNumber6,327.608) and further 
in view of smith H et al. (U.S. Patent Number 5.884.298). Applicants respectfuUy traverse the 

Examiner's rejection. ^ . ^ , 

Similar to the arguments stated above, neither Meyer ct al., Dillingham. Schrader et al. 
nor the combination of Meyer et al.. DilUngham and Schrader et al. teach or suggest the present 
invention as recited by independent claims 1 . 12, 23. and 34. In addition. Smith U et al. does not • 
teach or suggest the shortcomings of Meyer et al.. Dillingham and Shrader et al. For example, 
again Smith E et al. does not teach or suggest using an Internet authoring, collaboration and 
versioning protocol as recited by claims 1. 12, 23 and 34. Mor«>ver, Smith H et al. does not 
teach or suggest manipulating network objects as recited by claims 1. 12.23 and 34. 
Consequently, claims 1. 12. 23 and 34 are also patentable over Meyer et al., Dillingham and 

Shrader et al. in view of Smith U et al 

Further, since claims 5-6. 15-16. 26-27 and 35-36 depend on claims 1, 12. 23 and 34 
respectively, claims 5-6. 15-16, 26-27 and 35-36 are also patentable over Meyer et al. 
Dillingham and Shrader et al. in view of Smith n et al. for at least the same reasons. 

Should &e Examiner deem that any fhrther amendment is desirable to place this 
application incondition for allowance, the Examiner is invited to telephone the unde^^^ 

the below listed telephone number. 



10 

Received from < 214 651 5940 > at 10/17/02 11:30:34 AM [Eastern Daylight Time] 



10/17/02 THU 09:25 FAX 214 651 5940 



HAYNES AND BOONE 



121012 



Response Under 37 C.F.R. 1.116 
Expedited Procedure - Examinmg Group 4471 
^ Attorney Docket No, 26530,3 

Customer No. 27683 

Attachedheretoisanu.ked-upversionofthech.ngesmade.otheclaimsbythcc^^^ 
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VERSION WITH MARKINGS TO SHOW CHANGES MADE 
PURSUANT TO 37 C.F.R 1.121(c)(u) 

(Twice Amended) A method for manipulatiBg network objects by using Internet 
authoring, collaboration and vcrsioning protocol, wherein the protocol allows a 

remote web content authoring operations, the method comprising: 

receiving a request using the TntemK .mhorin,, collahor.tio« and versioning protocol for 
a manipulation of a first network object from a requesting user, wherein the first network object 
includes at least one fix,m the group consisting of: devices, resources and container objects; 

verifying a first set of authorization information; 

translating a logical object address to a physical file system path; 

checking a file system for validity and authorization for the requesting user including 
determining whether the first network object is a network object; 

verifying a usemame and a password for the requesting user; 

retummg a first error message if requesting user is unauthorized to access the first 

network object; 

determining an object type for the first network object; and 
sending a response to the requesting user. 

12 CTwice Amended) A computer program fi.r manipulating network objects by using 
Internet authoring, coUaboration and vemoning protocol, wherein the protocol allows a user to 
perform remote web content authoring operations, the computer program comprising: 

instructions for receiving a request using the Tnt^mnt authoring, collaborationj ad 
ve«ioning protocol for a manipulation of a first network object from a requesting user, wherem 
the first network object includes at least one &om the group consisting of: devices, resources 

and container objects; 

instructions for verifying a first set of authorization information; 

instmctions for translating a logical Uniform Resource lx>cator to a local file system 

path; 

instructions for checking a local file system for validity and authorization for the 
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.equestingu^er including detennining whether me first networkobjectU^ 

i^tions for verifying a us^e and a password for the requesting user; 
inactions for returning a first error message if requiting user is unauthonzed to access 

the first network obj ect; 

instructions for determining an object type for the first network object; and 
tostructions for sending a response to the requesting user. 

23 crwiceAmended)Asystemformanipulatingnetworkobject.byasingIntemet 
authoring. coUaborationandprotocol, wherein the protocolallowsause^to perform r^ote web 

content authoring operations, the system comprising: 
a web server; 

a work station comiected to the web server by an Internet connection; 
at least one network server connected to the web server, 
at least one storage system connected to the web server, 

oceans for receivingarequest using the tol^netaut^^ 
protocolforamanipulationofafirst network object firom the work station, wherein the first 

network object includes at least one fiom the group consisting of: devices, resources and 

container objects; 

means for verifying a first set of authorization information; 

means for translating a logical Uniform Resource Locator to the storage system; 

„eans for checking for vaUdity and authorization for a requesting user mcludmg 
determining whether the first network object is a network object; 

means for verifying a usemame and a password for the requesting user; 

means for determining an object type for the first network object; and 

means for sending a response to the requesting user. 

34 fiviceAmended)Amethodformanip«latingnetworkobjectsby«singIntemet 

J protocol wherein the protocol allows a user to perform 

authoring, collaboration and versjonmg protocol, wnerem y 

xemote web content authoring operations, the method comprising: 
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receiving a request using the Msn^JB^ roD aWio. v^ iomag protocol for 
a^^pulationofafirstnctwo* object fron.arequesti„guscr.whereinthefirstne^^^^^ 

includes at least one ftom the group consisting of: devices, resources and container objects; 

verifying a first set of authorization information; 

translating a logical object address to a physical file system path; 

checking a file system for vaUdity and authorization for the requesting user inclndmg 
determining whether the first network object is a network object; 

verifying a usemame and a password for the requesting user; 

returning a first error message if requesting user is miauthoiized to access the first 

network object; 

determining an object type for the first network object; 
sending a response to the requesting user; 

navigating a context menu for a plurality of screens that allow modification of the set of 

attributes of the first network object; and 

modifying a set of attributes of the first network object by modifying a set of fields on a 

screen of a subset of the set of attributes. 



40. (Twice Amended) A computer network for a plurality of users to access a workplace by 
using Internet authoring, collaboration and versioning protocol, wherein the protocol allows a 
user 

a 



to perform remote web content authoring operations, the system compnsmg: 
plurahty of network computer servers wittiin the computer networit; 
a pluraUty of network computer workstations within the computer network and comrected 
to at least one of the plurality of network computer servers; 

a file system, network directory, and printing subsystem on the computer network and 
accessible by the plurality of users by the protocol; 

a security system that provides an authentication process in order to allow access to the 
plurality of users to the file system, network directory, and printing subsystem; and 

a graphical user interface using the TTi tcm.t ^uthorinR, collflhoration ard versiomnR 
protocol for viewing the file system, network directory and printing subsystem as the workplace, 
and providing the plurality of users the ability to manipulate the file system, network directory 
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a„.printing.u.syste.andl.eabiUtytorunaplu.aUtyofnetwc..^^^^^^^ 
system and network directory portions of the subsystem. 
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